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industrial directors urges the formation of benevolent 
associations, the installation of rest-rooms and" nurseries 
and free service by trained physicians and nurses. 

A committee appointed by the Academy of Medicine 
to report on ways and means of combating the national 
depopulation has furnished an opinion which is now 
under debate. The economic measures thus advocated 
provide for the allotment, by the State, of funds de- 
signed to encourage, at least partially, the bearing and 
rearing of children and to offset the unfavorable in- 
fluences of factory labor. 



THE WAR OF IDEAS AND ITS DEMAND 

By L J. QUINBY 
President, Nebraska Peace Society 

I have found some satisfaction in the Advocate of 
Peace since our entrance into the world war. While 
never in doubt myself as to how far peace advocates 
should pursue their cause, I have found considerable 
difference of opinion among peace advocates generally. 
Personally I have never been an advocate of peace to 
the point of absolute non-resistance to tyranny. There, 
it seems to me, the line should be sharply drawn by all 
well-balanced peace advocates. 

Well known in this State as I thought my ideas were, 
I was, without my knowledge, made president of the 
Nebraska Peace Society. I had my doubts as to whether 
I should allow my name at this time to be used in that 
connection. I urged the executive committee to name 
someone else, but that seemed undesirable. So I was 
placed in the position of being president of a Peace So- 
ciety justifying America's entry into this war. That is 
why now I take satisfaction in the Advocate of Peace. 

I will not deny the proposition that right must ulti- 
mately triumph, whether it is forced or not. I believe 
it will ; but I also believe that if allowed the slow process 
of natural law to bring it about, countless generations 
must turn to dust before its fruition. I know that force 
ultimately kills itself, when it rests upon any other than 
the moral law; but I also know that between the begin- 
ning of brute force and its ultimate annihilation by its 
own rottenness, infecting unseen, there is a period of 
time long drawn out. I am not disposed to forget the 
individuals who must be outraged in this process in the 
somewhat nebulous hope of the final triumph of the race. 

Two years ago I came to the conclusion that this war 
was one of extermination of one of two ideas in govern- 
ment. I knew that the determination of which of these 
ideas should be destroyed could be settled by no other 
means than war, for the simple reason that neither 
would or could be submitted for the impartial verdict 
of mankind. Let us examine these two ideas, for at 
bottom they form the basis for every conception of gov- 
ernment, for every law enacted, for every institution 
established. 

Plainly speaking, these two antagonistic ideas are au- 
tocracy and democracy. One is based upon the assump- 
tion that government springs from the source of all 
power — God — but delegated by him to one man. The 
other recognizes the same source of power, but denies 
the assumption that God ever did delegate his power to 
any one. . It rests upon the idea that God is present in 



every form of being, that He speaks through the indi- 
vidual life, and therefore the aggregate of individual 
lives — that is, society — is truly expressive of the wisdom 
of God. The proverb is true. The voice of the people 
is the voice of God. 

Now, it needs not much thought to see that these two 
ideas are fundamentally antagonistic. There is. no com- 
mon ground upon which they may meet. When a con- 
test comes between them, one of the two must go to 
destruction. So the progress of mankind shows a strug- 
gle between them, but a struggle in which one is con- 
stantly encroaching upon the other, even when no more 
serious results, such as the present war, arise — that is, 
all governments, laws, and institutions are a partial 
compromise between them, and every one knows that no 
compromise is ever final. The awakening intellect of 
man has gradually tended toward the elimination of the 
autocratic idea and progressed toward the democratic. 

I do not forget that there are those who think they 
are saying something when thev deny that there is de- 
mocracy in the world, or even in the United States. 
The trouble with them is that they demand the actual 
and shut their eyes to the tendency. On the same the- 
ory there is no such thing as goodness or virtue or jus- 
tice in the world, because these have not reached perfec- 
tion. Nor is there evil or crime to combat these, be- 
cause neither of these is wholly so. The rational mind, 
however, distinguishes the tendencies toward goodness 
and virtue and justice, and if in him there are the same 
tendencies,, then he leans toward them. So it is with 
democracy and autocracy. He in whom the democratic 
ideal prevails will follow democracy, even though he 
knows it is only a tendency. The autocratic mind will 
do likewise — leaning toward autocratic sway, accepting 
brute force as its necessary concomitant. 

Now, while certain minor details resting upon these 
two fundamentally antagonistic thoughts of government 
may be arbitrable as a basis for compromise, the foun- 
dations themselves cannot be arbitrated. They cannot 
be arbitrated, for the simple reason that neither of them 
will submit to arbitrate its own right to exist. One 
cannot conceive of the idea that two normal men would 
willingly submit to any tribunal the right to pass upon 
their individual right to life and liberty, if they knew 
beforehand that the decree should be death to one of 
them. So neither will democracy and autocracy submit 
to arbitrate their assumed right to overcome each other. 

While I hoped, merely selfishly hoped, that the Allies 
would be able to crush this autocratic octopus that 
sought to cast its tentacles about the institutions of 
mankind, I knew that crushing in this contest must be 
done. It then became with me a moral question 
whether, if the tendency of America is toward democ- 
racy, it was right for America longer to remain neutral 
in a contest in which the very ideals upon which our in- 
stitutions rested were at stake. I hoped that the cup 
might pass from our nation ; but if it were necessary for 
the democracy of the world that we should drain this 
cup, then as one American I was ready to drain my por- 
tion of its dregs. It was for that reason that I felt a 
thrill of pride in my native land that it was willing to 
east its lot with democracy. Yet our sacrifices will 
have been in vain if we do not achieve as a fruit of this 
war not only the death of autocracy, but all that goes 
with it. 



